ADDRESS REPLY TO UNIVERSITY MATRIGULATION 
SECRETARY MATRICULATION BOARD B OAR o 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
TORONTO 


TORONTO» August 10th, 1917. 


Dear Sir»-=- 


For your information I am enclosing herewith 
a copy of my letter of to-day's date to Principal Auden, 
in connection with the Matriculation examination of George 


Glazebrook. 


Yours truly, ? 
ce a ge fe 
ee r/c), 
Secretary. / 


} } 5 y 
Sir Robert Falconer, C.M. Ge» M-Aw» LLeDe>»> De Litt.» 
University of Toronto, 


TORONTO. 


TORONTO, August llth, 1917. 


The case of George Glazebrook, who was 
prevented from writing on the Matriculation examination, owing 
to illness, was duly considered when the results of the examin- 
ation were determined. AS you are probably aware, the 
Matriculation Board does not issue certificates in such cases, 
but has provided instead a Supplemental examination in 


= 


September. If, as indicated by the Medical certificate 
submitted, the state of Mr. Glazebrook's health renders it 
impossible for him to take advantage of the Supplemental 
examination, then his case may be presented to the Registrar 
of the University which he desires to attend. together with 
his admission. [If such petition is submitted 
this letter may be presented therewith as certifying that, 
judging from his marks in the Report submitted by his teachers’ 
and from the standing obtained by the other candidates recommend- 
ed. the probability is that he would have passed had he been 
able to write on the complete examination. 

foe Medical certificate submitted from his 


Physician is also returned herewith for use with such petition. 


¥ 


Yours truly» 
Henry We Auden, HSqee MeAes 
Re We Anglin, 
Principal, Upper Canada College, secretary. 


TOR ONTO. 


SECRETARY MATRICULATION BOARD UNIVERSITY MATRICULATION 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION B OAR B 
TORONTO 


Toronto, October 17th, 1917. 
Dear President Falconer,- 


I understood when I called at your office 
several weeks ago, that you would write me in regard to the 
question of granting Matriculation certificates to candidates 
who wrote on the Scholarship examination. The question 
related to McMaster University candidates. Please let me 


have an early statement. 


Yours very truly, 


n+ 


( . AS LE LY 4 t+ 


Secretary. 


a lg Robert Falconer, C.M.G. PY LoD. 3 1D yl eG hy le ’ 
President, University of Toronto, 
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SECRETARY MATRICULATION BOARD 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
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the 1917 examinations. 


" 


and the Chairman of the Executive 
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included in this Circular. 
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the part relating to the Mat 


herewith for your conglideration as 


you kindly read over this proof at 
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ADDRESS REPLY TO 


SECRETARY MATRICULATION BOARD UNIVERSITY MATRICULATION 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


TORONTO BOARD 


PRight I ask that you notify me of whatever changes you may wish 
to suggest not later than Thursday, January Srd. In the absence 


of a reply from you before Friday, January 4th, I shall assume 


your concurrence in the proposal. 
Yours truly, 
war & f tees é 
KM ) CL mee ix Wr 
secretary, 
Sir Robert Falconer, LL.D.»C.M.G.,»D.Litt., 


President, University of Toronto, 


Toronto, Ontario. 


University Examinations 
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Pass Matriculation 


ENGLISH LITERATURE 


In general the questions were well answered. Particular points worthy of 
criticism are the following: 

1. In syntax there was a noticeable looseness in sentence structure, a wrong 
use of prepositions, e.g., smile to, the omission of the apostrophe in the possessive, 
and the misuse of pronouns. 

2. The spelling of common and proper names was in many cases very poor. 
Many of the failures were due to this cause. 

3. The punctuation of sentences was often faulty and was particularly repre- 
hensible in Memory Work. 

4, Illegible writing, erasures, blots, etc., were far too much in evidence. 


ENGLISH COMPOSITION 


Generally speaking, the essays show a good degree of merit. The following 
matters, however, should receive careful consideration from all teachers of the 
subject: 

1. In some cases there were too many short disconnected paragraphs, while 
a very few essays had no paragraphs whatever. 

2. 'The syntax of the sentence was often faulty. There were too many loose, 
long, rambling sentences. The wrong use of the relative was common, and the 
concord of the subject and verb was often violated. 

3. The range of vocabulary was not wide. 

4. A certain amount of reformed spelling was detected, together with some 
“slang” expressions used apparently in an effort to be smart and original. Some 
dialect in dialogue was found, one essay being wholly composed in this manner. 

5. The Spencerian form of writing should be insisted on, as pupils using other 
styles often lose marks through illegibility. Hrasures, blots, ete., are still too 
common. 

6. In Narrative themes too many lurid and highly improbable tales were told, 
while in Argument there was too much assertion and not enough reasoning. 


BRITISH AND CANADIAN HISTORY 


1. The average mark obtained by candidates this year is considerably higher 
than usual. The question on Geography has been well handled. 

2. The brief summaries which were in such evidence a year ago have given 
place to connected answers. 


ANCIENT HISTORY 


1. The average mark obtained by candidates this year is considerably higher 
than usual. The question on Geography has been better handled than last year. 

2. The dates given on many papers showed that students did not even know 
the century in which very important events occurred. 

3. The brief summaries which were in such evidence a year ago have given 
place to connected answers. 
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ALGEBRA 


The answers showed a great amount of inaccuracy in performing the simple 
operations, particularly in the use of signs. In the solutions of equations, especi- 
ally the fractional equation in 4 (a), the methods were poor, the work being un- 
necessarily long and awkward. Indices and Surds seem to have been somewhat 
neglected. 

As to the questions: 

2. (a) Some thought that because it is the sum of two squares it cannot be 
factored. 

(6) and (c) Some tried to factor these by solving the corresponding quadratic, 
but failed to go back from the roots of the equation to the factors of the expression. 

4. (a) Methods generally long and awkward. Mistakes in sign in both (b) 
and (c), as well as in (a) very frequent. 

5. Many failed to get the second equation correctly. Often they were able to 
write correctly a number whose tens digit is # and units digit y, but were unable 
to write it when the tens digit is 6 and the units digit y. 

6. Many disregarded the instructions to give complete work. Others evidently 
thought this meant to substitute for a, b, and ¢ in the general equation and many 
others tried the complete solution but failed. On the whole the work for this 
question was not very satisfactory. 

(b) A few evidently thought the point P was not on the line AB. 

7. In both (a) and (b) mistakes in the use of the sum and product of the roots 
were very frequent. 

8. (a) Very few gave a satisfactory explanation. The majority merely stated 
what the meaning is. More attention should be given to the way in which zero, 
negative and fractional indices are brought under the “ index laws.” 

(b) The methods in both (i) and (11) were often long and awkward. Unless 
the denominatf§f, was rationalized in (i) and Algebraic methods used in (ii) 
full marks were not given. 


GEOMETRY 


A gradual improvement from year to year is noticeable in the manner of putting 
down the work. Printed capitals should-be used both on the figures and in the 
demonstrations. 

As-to-the questions : 

1. In all three parts, but especially in (a), the instruction not to use a gradu- 
ated ruler was disregarded. 

2. (a) Very many candidates bisected the angle instead of recognizing that 
the construction is hypothetical. 

(b) Much loose work on this question both as to axis of symmetry and the 
requirements for the congruence of triangles. 

3. (b) Not well done although some very good proofs were given. 

4, There was much juggling in order to get the required result. 

5. (a) In many cases only one figure was used. 

(b) Not well done; candidates show weakness in the application of loci. 

6. Many candidates proved AE perpendicular to EC but failed to prove EC 
a radius. 

7. (6b) Many candidates thought a quadrilateral was a five-sided figure, and 
most candidates failed to prove both requirements for similarity. 
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PHYSICS 


1. (a) The prevailing errors were stressing (i) the molecular action that: 
possibly takes place and (ii) the emission of air bubbles. 

(b) The majority failed to apply Charles’ Law properly. - 

4. (b) There was not sufficient discrimination between refraction and total 
reflection. 

6. (a) The omission of the inductive action of the sealing-wax was too. 
prevalent. 

7. The answers showed that the action of the earth’s magnetic lines of force 
upon a piece of soft iron was not generally known. 

The questions not referred to above were generally well answered, but the 
drawings, required by some of the questions, were with but few exceptions very 
carelessly made. 

Candidates should show more of their rough calculations on the page opposite 
to their questions. 

CHEMISTRY 


The drawings required by some of the questions were carelessly made and 
lacked details. 

Sufficient attention has not been given to chemical arithmetic, which is so need- 
ful for University students. 

As to the following questions: 

Qu. 1. (b) The answers showed that the candidates had not clear ideas of the 
fine distinctions between chemical compounds, mixtures, and solutions. 

Qu. 3. (a) There was a general lack of familiarity with the composition of the 
compounds required. 

Qu. 4. With few exceptions, the candidates did not know how to apply the 
Specific Gravity of an acid. 

The answers to the questions not referred to were satisfactory. 


GREEK AUTHORS 


On the whole the answer papers were good but the following criticisms demand 
attention : 

1. There seems to be little effort made to get an idiomatic translation. 

*. There is frequent inaccuracy in translating participles and such construe- 
tions as the frequentative Optative. 

3. The answers in some cases betrayed a lack of understanding of such terms 
“syntax” and “ identity.” ; 
4. ‘The ignorance of Homeric forms which is often betrayed, shows that peculiar 
forms and constructions are not dwelt on. 

5. The spelling of the Greek proper nouns is poor. 

6. The translation of the passages from Homer was in most papers better 
than that of the passages from Xenophon. 


‘ 


as 


GREEK COMPOSITION 


Though very good marks were made by the majority of the candidates, the 
following weak points were noted: 
1. Lack of knowledge of Comparison of the Adjective and Adverb. 
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9. Omission or incorrect use of breathings. For this there is no excuse, as 
attention was called to this weakness last year. 

3. Question 6 brought out few correct answers. This is no doubt due to the 
fact that in a great many schools the Greek accent is not taught. 


LATIN 


1. The passages assigned from Virgil for translation were for the most part 
very well done, but some candidates omitted this question altogether, seemingly 
relying on their knowledge of Cesar and Prose Composition to obtain the mini- 
mum pass mark. It is practically impossible for such candidates to obtain pass 
standing on the Authors paper. 

2. More attention should be paid in schools to accidence, drill in parsing, and 
giving specified verb forms. Lack of accuracy in this work is still quite marked in 
most of the papers, though improvement is noted. 

3. The scansion is not well done, owing for the most part to lack of knowledge 
of quantity. 

On the whole, the answers on the Composition paper were good, higher marks, 
as a rule, being made on it than on the Authors paper. 

Many candidates do not recognize the meaning of the question regarding full 
identification, some good candidates obtaining only partial marks. When the 
question reads “ Identify fully,” it means that the candidate should so describe the 
word that the description would serve to distinguish that word from all other 
words. For example, in the form etectas esse, what was required for a full answer 
was—Acc. Pl. Fem. of the Perf. Inf. Pass of eicio. If the candidate wrote merely 
Perf. Inf. Pass of eicio he failed to distinguish it from eicetus esse and so lost one 
of the marks assigned. 

In 1 (c) it was noticed that quae (e. 7) was seldom identified correctly. In 
fact it seems hard for the average candidate to distinguish the different kinds of 
pronouns and pronominal adjectives. 

The candidate should be warned not to give alternative renderings, not to 
repeat an answer in different parts of his book without showing clearly which answer 
he wishes counted, and not to bracket a cancelled passage, but to draw his pen 
through it. 


FRENCH 
On the whole, the answers on the French Authors question paper were satis- 
factory. 
The sight translation was well done. The selections from the Reader, how- 


ever, prose and poetry, often showed lack of careful preparation. Candidates ap- 
peared to be unfamiliar with the vocabulary and disregarded the grammatical con- 
struction of the paragraph. 

Mistakes were very frequently made in the spelling of English words. 

The question on pronunciation was only fairly well answered, candidates fail- 
ing on such simple words as pied, clef, Paris, and succes. 

Teachers should encourage translation which follows the French as closely as 
is consistent with good English, since such a translation would indicate to what 
extent the candidate understands French. 

The percentage obtained on the candidates’ answers on the French Composi- 


al . arig 
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were due chiefly to the difficulty of the twenty disconnected sentences which counted 
for a little more than fifty per cent. of the total number of marks. Many of the 
sentences were based on lessons 48-58, which the majority of teachers had appar- 
ently not covered. Accordingly, many of the candidates had to rely on their 
ability to write connected prose, in order to make a pass mark. 

The irregular verbs (Part B) and the connected prose (Part C) were gener- 
ally satisfactory. 

The following are some of the more frequent errors: 


1. Confusion as to the use of the Past Indefinite, Past Definite, and Imperfect 
Tenses. Many candidates appeared not to understand that the past tense of 
narrative is ordinarily the Past Definite rather than the Past Indefinite. 

2. The four passive verb phrases (three in the connected prose and one in 
Sentence 14) were not well handled. An attempt was usually made to use the 
Passive in French instead of the Active. 

3. Such phrases as went and said were translated by alla et dit instead of 
alla dwre. 

4, The three verb phrases in Part B, viz., let her come, etc., were seldom 
recognized as the Present Subjunctive. 

5. Confusion as to the difference in meaning between partir and sortir. 

6. Few candidates obtained a pass mark on Sentence 9. The second reflexive 
was almost invariably conjugated with avoir, and the agreement of the past parti- 
ciples was seldom correct. 

Y. “The smallest one,” Sentence 1%, was generally translated le plus petit un. 

8. Confusion as to the position of the negative in compound tenses, viz., 
Sentence 6—nous n’ayons eu jamais. 

9. Such phrases as asked him were translated by a preposition followed by, 
a disjunctive pronoun, viz., il demanda a lui, instead of il lui demanda. 

It would be well for teachers to explain to their classes that the note at the 
head of the paper with regard to writing all numbers in words does not refer to the 
numbers of the sentences. 


GERMAN 


The answers on the Authors paper were on the whole quite satisfactory. 

The selection from the poems seemed, however, not to be so thoroughly com- 
prehended as that from the prose. 

The translations were very well done, but some points of the Grammar, par- 
ticularly the declension of nouns and participles of irregular verbs, were rather 
weak, 

The English was very fair, but more care should be taken with the spelling, 
more particularly of the common words. 

This year the answers on the Composition paper were exceptionally good. 
The following were outstanding errors: 


1. Distinction in meaning of the verbs. 

1. Aufstehen, aufsteigen, sich erherben; sitzen and setzen; liegen and legen; 
kennen, wissen and kinnen; werden, wollen; erzihlen and sagen; Treden and 
sprechen; leben and wohnen. ye 
2. Perfect participle of kommen and the auxiliary used with it. 


23 


invariably translated by Wir 


was almost 
Spazvergang 


4. “We are rolng for a walk ze 
te) te) 
instead ot Wir wollen eunen 


gehen einen Spaziergang 2 machen, 


machen. 
5. Distinction of einiges, ein paar, ein wenig etwas, 


6. Position of the objective pronoun - Ex., Ich kann 
the dich was in many cases placed after nicht. 
7”. Distinction of die Kirche, die Kirsche. 
8. Of nach Hause and zu Hause. 
9, Word order in subordinate clause, especially a short clause, nearly seventy- 
of die Naemi hess. 


would say Du Mutter, die hiess Naemt, instead 
or iar, of wer as a relative for der. 


welches. 
dich nicht verlassen; 


five per cent. 


10. Confusion of pronoun sein f 


Honour Matriculation 


ENGLISH LITERATURE 


1. The questions on the Literature Papers most poorly answered were found to 
de 

(a) Those on scansion. Evidently metre is not carefully dealt with in some 
schools. This may account! for the imperfect lining in some of the answers to 
questions on memorization. 

(b) Those on the connection of passages from poems studied. Some candi- 
dates give simply the title of the poem from which the passage is taken. Many 
do not give sufficient context to locate the passage. 

(c) Questions of comparison or contrast, where, for example, two different 
characters are to be contrasted. Many candidates write separate sketches of each, 
without any attempt to compare or contrast. 

2. The chief defect in the character of the candidates’ answers was found to 
be lack of organization of thought. Many answers were rambling and discursive, 
introducing matter not pertinent to the question. 


ENGLISH COMPOSITION 


A very large number showed unusual grasp of plot construction and a high 
degree of imaginativeness. On the other hand, less discriminating candidates fell 
victims to mawkish sentimentality,.attributable-to-the-influence of an inferior elas3 
of moving. pietures. K 

The opportunities afforded the candidates for supplementary reading seem to 
have been altogether insufficient as part of the High School course is more import- 
ant than this. 


MEDIAEVAL HISTORY 


The candidates’ answers on the whole were better than those of last year. 
The improvement was noticeable, not in the character of the best papers, but in 
the average. 

The number of candidates whose answers showed them to be obviously unfitted 
to write on an Honour Examination was smaller. In those schools from which 
Honour candidates presented themselves, the subjects had evidently been carefully 
taught. The large number of those who received Third Class, or low Second Class 
Honours, indicates the need of impressing upon candidates, such an examination, 
the importance of an effective presentation of the facts dealt with. 


MODERN HISTORY 
The same remarks apply to the character of the answers to this paper as have 
been made on the Honour Medieval History Paper. 


CHEMISTRY 


1. The answers seem to indicate that the pupils taking this examination are 
below thd general average of pupils in the Upper School division of the High 
Schools and Collegiate Institutes of the Province. 
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-c) 


2, Answers to question 7 indicate that the principles of qualitative analysis 
have not been taught. 
: 3. Answers to question 2 indicate that many candidates think that a chemical 
equation may take the place of a description of a given reaction. 


PHYSICS 


In Physics the character of the candidates’ answers indicate that the work 
is being satisfactorily taught. 


GEOMETRY 


Very satisfactory. No suggestions are offered on the teaching of the subject. 


TRIGONOMETRY 


The answers were quite satisfactory. This year the candidates have shown a 
better knowledge of logarithms and have arranged their logarithmic work in the 
solution of triangles more systematically. As to the use of tables, see under Trigo- 
nomeiry, p.... 


ALGEBRA 


B. On the Honour Algebra paper the answers of the candidates for Honours 
were very good generally; but as this paper is also for candidates for the School 
of Practical Science and for others who intend to enter some other course, such 
as Modern Languages, the answers of such candidates were by no means satis- 
factory. Aiming at 40 per cent., and quite content if 40 per cent. is made, they 
frequently fall short. The low standard demanded is responsible for the poor 
results in the Honour paper compared with those for admission to the Faculties 
of Education in which 60 per cent.. must be obtained on the total. But, as the 
candidates for the Faculty Examinations and for the Honour Matriculation are 
taught in the same classes in perhaps every High School in the Province this is no 
evidence that the poorer results in the Honour Matriculation are due to defective 
teaching. 


LATIN 


In very many cases the translations were most inaccurate, many teachers 
having apparently made no serious effort to have their pupils study, even 
passably well, the prescribed texts. The translations were too often expressed 
in English which was far below the standard that should be expected from Upper 
School students. The scansion was poor; surely this part of the work should 
receive more attention from teachers. 

The spelling of proper names shows no improvement, notwithstanding the 
criticism submitted on this point last year. 

The work in Composition was generally satisfactory. 


GREEK 


In many cases the candidates did not know the passage given for translation, 
The work in Composition was generally satisfactory. 


FRENCH 


1. In a few papers the translations into English were almost faultless; even 
in the sight work renderings were very satisfactory. The work in general was 
good, but in a few papers the spelling was atrociously bad. 

2. The paper in Composition was considered quite difficult for the ordinary 
Honour candidate, inasmuch as it contains a great number of idioms, but from 
the standpoint of the scholarship candidates it is quite satisfactory. 


GERMAN 


1. The translation of the dramatic parts was frequently very defective, but 


this was due largely to the ellipses. 
9. The spelling of English words on some of the papers was very bad. 
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5 eens UNIVERSITY MATRIGULATION 
=CRETARY MATRICULATION BOARD BOARD 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
TORONTO 


Toronto, April 9th, 1918. 
Dear Sir Robert: 


Mr .Croskery has shown me the 
accompanying sheets of the letter left by you with 
him yesterday. He also assures me that Dr.Seath 
has received no request or enquiry regarding the 
Question of obtaining the lists of students who en- 
listed from the various Schools in the Province. I 


myself have heard nothing about the matter. 


Yours very truly, Hi 
hes AG hs - 
Secretary. 


Sir Robert Falconer, LL.D., C.M.C., BiLi£t.., 
President, University of Toronto, 


Toronto, Ontario. 


